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MR.  J.  D.  EDGAR,  M.R 


f 


•1' 


IN   THE 


HOUSE  OF  COMMONS 

JULY   3rd,  1894 


OX   THE 


M^GREEVY  CONSPIRACY  TRIAL 


AND  THE 


CHARGES  AGAINST  SIR  HECTOR  LANGEVIN  AND 

SIR  ADOLPHE  CARON 


Mr.  lOlXJAU.  Mr.  8iK»r.ker,  before  you 
Iwivo  t!j(>  Clmlr,  I  ilt»Hlro  to  addross  gorno 
obM4»r\atl<-nM  to  llio  House.  On  Uie  '22ud 
Noreiuhor  hiHt,  a  trial  war.  broUKht  to  a 
oI(>H(«  ill  tills  olty  which.  In  sonio  ways,  par- 
t04»k  of  t:ht»  nutur<<  and  tniportanco  of  a 
Htate  tHal.  'Hio  d»'f<'nd«ntH  in  that  trial 
w^ro  TIioniMH  N'tiitccvy  and  N.  K.  ('uu- 
nolly.  ami  the  iluuKe  for  whicli  they  were 
ttieiX  \vn»  that  of  <'ouH}jlr!n«  to  defraud  (ho 
Qu«b«M'  Harboiir  OouunlHwIoni^rH  ai'd  t'lu' 
Governor  In  Oonncll  In  coniuH'tiou  with 
procuring  fontrnctii  and  with  linptx>per  dPiil- 
injff*  In  coiuuM'tlon  with  ihoM«»  <M)ntraotii,  tho 
iiontrnctH  belnjr  for  very  hirne  and  bnnort- 
ant  public  workii  betw«M*n  th<"  (.ni.  i..^-  Har- 
l>our  OoniinlHshHHTM  jind  the  <J<»veninient. 
on  the  one  hnnd.  and  liarkin.  Oonuolly  tV 
Oo..  n  well  known  llrni  of  conta'nrtorH.  on  the 
other  hand.  The  eximrHllturt*  e^mntx^twl  with 
the**<»  work^  was  very  lnr>;e,  and  their  con- 
Ptruetlon  extended  over  Honie  yenm.    The 

iiii.sii.r  nv  ruK  Tin  Ah 

wnn  ihp  conviction  of  tlw  deiendanln.  MeiiMri. 
Tonnollv  and  MeOr^uwy.  nnd  th«'y  were  «en 
t«ne«»d  i»y  Mr.  Justice  Hone,  who  eonduet<Ml 
{i|^     trial,     to     one     yonr'*     bnpHponnuint 
In    the'   couiuvon    Jnll     of     the     roimtry. 


Great  and  iinuHual  publU;  Interest  ut- 
taehed  to  that  trial,  ano  It  was  quUo 
to  be  (»xp(»ete<l  that  it  should  be  so, 
for  a  j-TtMKl  many  reasons.  One  was  the 
lU'onilnenee  of  the  defendants.  ITio  Hon. 
ThonijiM  Medreevy  had  b(H*n  in  pub- 
llo  llfo  for  many  yeiM-s.  He  was  a 
prondnent  figure  in  this  !lous<»  from  Oon- 
f'(<leratl<Mi  to  IHIVL  lie  Avas  not  exjictly  in 
the  C5nil>lnet,  but  he  wtis  ne\!  to  ilie  Cabinet 
In  MUi»portlnir  the  ConwM'vallve  party  while 
they  \V4<re  l.i  power,  atid  also  vvhilo  they 
were  in  Oppoiltlon.  N.  K.  CJon  )\\  the 
other  (lefetubint,  was  n  \V4«iil(hy  Mi..n.  and 
a  very  lartfe  and  well  known  eontraetor  In 
the  <MMintry.  This  trial  nttraotwl  pnblle  In- 
t(»re«f  for  another  n*as(m.  We  know  qnlUi 
\\o\l,  trmn  the  <H»rnn»en'ti«  of  the  pieNn  at  th« 
time,  the  trial  nr<mmH|  ptd»llc  intCT4>i4t  In 
tlM»  mmit*  of  IMtit,  when  remarkable  din- 
ehisiires  were  m:i<ln  liefore  a  <'omMiltt««e  nf 
this  House  re'tiMM'tlng  Messrs.  MetJrwvy  * 
0<mnoUy.  an<l  ^rfhers.  which  were.  |o  ii 
lariie  extent,  the  ennse  of  t«l»e  downfall  of 
one  of  ihe  donservatlve  lendert.  Tlmt 
trial  also  w)|f|fe«ted  to  the  puhlln,  nnd 
biNiuKht  to  the  ndnds  «f  t!>e  peoph.  somt* 
thhitf  tlmt  hfVHMMMMl  in  1,m»'i       The  •  Olohe  • 

ii<»%van<t  iKtf*     ikiititiuitiul      (t.x.t, •.•!... .,,      /> 

"^  -■     ,  ..       I      , • ...  .•<s^i,.>;i,      !  in»     i<«iiiii- 

try.  with  tfrri'  •  mi.  rprlae.  lithographic  f«i«- 


.similes  of  certain  documents,  and  those 
documents  were  also  brought  to  the  atten- 
tion of  tlie  House.  Then  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  Interest  the  public  took  in 
that  trial  was  not  lessened  by  the  remark- 
able circumstance  that  instead  of  serving 
out  their  term  of  one  year,  the 

PRISONERS  WERE  ALLOWED  OUT 

at  the  end  of  three  months  of  their  sentence. 
Another  matter  which  still  further  excited 
public  interest  about  the  trial  was  the  fact 
that,  arising  out  of  those  investigations 
of  1S91,  where  It  was  disclosed  that 
the  Government  had  been  robbed  to 
an  enormous  extent  by  the  contractorn 
and  by  Mr.  McGreevy,  a  civil  suit  had 
l)e'en  brought  "  by  the  Government  to 
recover  large  !«ums  from  those  contractors, 
and  that  civil  suit  is  still  pending  in  the 
courts.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that  anotber, 
and  a  still  greater  reason  for  public  Interest 
attaching  to  that  conspiracy  trial  was  the 
fact  that  It  was  well  known  that  a  leader 
of  the  Conservative  party  was  still  remain- 
ing within  the  Gal)inet,  nithougli  he  was 
largely  interested  in  the  distribution  at  least 
of  tlie  funds  tliat  were  found  to  have  been 
criminally  received  by  Mr.  Thomas  Mc- 
(Tr(^evy  from  those  contra^'tors.  I  certainly 
tliink  that  tlif  country  expects  to  heflr  some- 
thing from  rarliiimeiit  this  swsion,  tlu*  first 
Rpssion  after  that  trial,  on  llie  sul>jt»ct  at 
least  of  the  politlcul  aspect  of  tliat  trial, 
an<l  the  duty  devolv(>s  on  me  to-night  to 
bring  before  the  attention  of  this  House 
■what  T  think  Is  the  fair  and  reasonable  con- 
eitision  to  ])(>  drawn  from  the  «*vld<»nce  and 
record^  tliat  are  Ix^fore  this  House  In  re- 
spiM't  to  the  political  action  of  two  of  my 
fellow  ineml>ers  who  .ire  In  thl^»  House  to- 
night. What  was  the  consideration,  the  pur- 
pose and 

OR7ECT  OF  THAT  CONSPIRACY 

oi  which  IhoM  mmi  were  found  guilty  ? 
It  was  fhe  r>bt4ilning  of  money  by  Thonias 
McOrei^vy  from  contractors  iii  ex<'hanire  for 
iinpr<MM'r  Inllneuce  and  K<>en't  Infoiniation 
supplied  by  him  to  tlinni.  That  was  Its  ob 
jeet.  What  wan  Its  result.  In  a  i>e(Minlary 
seUMe  ?  The  result  <»f  that  eoiiHplracy  wan  thai 
larwre  n\\u\n  of  nmney  wvrv  arttially  paid  over 
by  the  eontractors  to  Tlionuis  Me<in»evy,  and 
wtM't»  riMM>1v»»d  by  hln>.  and  that  out  of  those 
iii'ui.'\><  a  larir*'  huiii  wmn  ]>!ild  to  'nj(»uv»is 
MHJrfMrrr  by  the  mntrnetnni  for  a  Hpertflc 
and  «'l(»arly  deflnH  abj«»rt  and  pur|>of»(».  that 
nM«  for  t1»e  ele<'tlon  e3(pens<>s  of  the  Con- 
servative party.  Now.  Sir.  the  amount  of 
these  moneys  wtis  estimated  by  one  of  the 
er,nnM«»l  for  tlu»  Crown.  Mr.  OmIim*.  In  his 
r.ddreM  ti>  till'  jury  at  the  opening,  at  som<^ 
thing  i>ver  $1UMXX),  and  tlu'  jtidvco,  iti  his 
nhnrgn.  sr.lrt  that  «117.0<in  msy  he  row*lder- 
fii  Ujrtin  tiM'  I'Videnr-t-  i»>  hftve  i(iiiii>  fof  t'liH'- 
lien     expenses,     while     other    sume     werf 


shown  before  the  parliamentary  commit- 
tee, to  have  gone  for  political  purposes 
in  addition  to  those  I  have  mentioned,  and 
for  other  general  pecuniary  purposes.  This 
might  be  very  interesting,  indeed,  to  investi- 
gate further,  but  I  will  confine  myself  now 
to  the  political  purpose  to  which  those  funds 
were  devoted.  What  I  contend  is  this  : 
That  the  conspiracy  was,  to  the  extent  of 
Its  providing  those 

FUNDS  FOR  THE  ELECTIONS, 

a  political  conspiracy.  The  plea  may  be 
made  that  tlie  political  object  lessened  the 
crime,  and  In  anticipation  of  a  pleo.  or  de- 
fence of  that  general  nature,  that  the  poli- 
tical object  of  this  conspiracy  ought  to 
lessen  the  crime,  one  of  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown,  In  opening  the  case  for  the  jury, 
made  some  remarlis  wliich  I  will  take  the 
liberty  to  quote.  Mr.  Osier  said  to  the 
Jury  : 

Those  items  of  larger  cxpcnditine  witli  altered 
entries  auiouiit  altogetluir  to  $110,438.  Now, 
wliat  is  to  he  said  al)out  tlie.se?  It  is  said,  and 
will  probably  appear  in  evidence  before  you,  tliat 
tlieso  items  were  paid  out  by  tliis  tirm  of  contrac- 
tors to  Mr.  Thos.  Mc(Jroovy  and  others  for  the 
purpose  of  being  expended  in  election  expensofl 
coniu'cteii  witli  various  elections  that  went  on  from 
time  to  time.  Well,  gentlemen,  it  will  be  for  you 
to  <'onHi<ler  whether  that  circumstance  does  not 
aggravate  instead  of  lessen  the  offence.  If  these 
moiutys  were  paid  out  for  the  purpose  of  corrupting 
electors  it  is  worse,  not  better,  for  the  defendants. 
It  is  a  very  serious  crime  for  yrui  to  consider  if  a 
man  hy  irregular  practices  obtains  public  money 
for  his  <»wn  pocl<et  that  is  one  thing,  but  if  he 
ol>tairs  it  for  the  j)urpi)Me  of  intluencing  the  mindin 
of  u.'-w  in  exercising  (heir  francliise,  and  that 
money  conios  from    puhliu  uontrautorM,  one  of  the 

MOST  SKRIOlTS  OFFKXC  KM 

against  frood  goversinu  nt  and  the  community  that 
i.i  {Hmsible  is  oinmi^ted. 

Agiiln,  lifter  ^li<*  ev^donce  had  1  een  p\it  In, 
fin.l  aft4»r  the  apper*!'  hiid  l»"'n  made  by 
eoun»<»I  for  the  defciid;iiitH  to  th(»  Jury  for 
a<Mjui1tal  on  the  ground  of  the  |>o{ltical 
cimrnotor  of  1tii«  expenditure,  Mr.  Osier 
sahl  : 

It  is  suggested  by  my  lenrnud  friendn,  o«  the 
«>lhn  side,  that  we  should  have  invited  those 
wln»m  my  learned  frieml  Mr,  Mlakp,  chose  to  call 
the  NoNrmm  of  the  country,  Mhoe>er  he  may 
mean.  T  apiueheiid  h»  means  tliose  high«M'  in  autho- 
rity. Ily  that  suggestion  lie  means  that  rtomething' 
was  d.ine  with  *his  money  which  was  wrong  further 
on  l»eyonil  thehandsof  'I  homas  Mc(Jreevy.  and  that 
these  are  (he  men  we  ought  togef  at.  I"  it  ThonuMi 
Mrtl'^evy'^w.uniiel  says  :  ••  fdecline  to  give  th-nw 
awftj.  I  atnnd  dumb.  I  wont  say  what  I  did  with 
the  money,  I  won't  *ay  who  reerivrfl  it,"  Ami 
h«  ohoOM«  to  t*kp  the  enniiH»i)ueneeii  of  that,  ho 
rhnnwi  to  plead  to  you  that  thii^was  honourable  on 
hi«  part.  «  •  «  . 


L 


What  is  it  that  he  conceals  ?  What  sort  of  lionour 
is  it  that  calls  forth  that  concealment  ?  And  the 
great  poet  has  described  that  sort  of  honour  in  des- 
cribing Launcelot's  dealings  with  the  Queen  : 

"  His  honour  rooted  in  dislionour  stood, 
And  faith  unfaithful  kept  him  falsely  true." 

Now,  did  the  judge,  when  he  charged  tie 
jury,  tolerate,  for  a  moment,  suoh  a  plea 
as  that  ?  He  dealt  with  it  as  an  able  and 
upright  judge  might  be  expected  to  do,  and 
I  quote  from  his 

CHARGE  TO  THE  JURY, 

as  follows  : 

It  is  no  defence  to  say  that  this  contract  was 
let,  or  this  influence  was  given  or  the  service  was 
rendered  in  consideration  of  a  money  subscription 
being  given  by  contractors  to  assist  any  IJovern- 
iiient,  any  Minister,  any  ii)cnil.»er  of  Parliament  in 
either  corrupt  or  legitimate  expenses.  The  whole 
contidence  of  the  public  in  the  administration  of 
public  affairs  would  be  gone,  the  whole  watchful- 
ness over  contractors  would  be  taken  away,  and 
the  c«)ntractor  wlio  wojdd  sink  his  cctuscience  suffi- 
ciently to  give  the  largest  sum  would  be  the  man 
who  would  have  tlio  ear  of  the  departmental 
oHicer,  antl  be  able  to  pull  tiie  largest  amount  of 
money  out  of  the  public  excheijuer.  «  •  ♦  » 
It  has  been  suggested  iu  the  course  of  this  trial 
that  such  things  are  not  uncommon,  and  that  if  it 
di«l  occur  it  was  in  pursuauc*-  of  a  Hystem.  If  so, 
it  was  a  system  as  vici(m«  as  can  be  nuggeste*!,  and 
as  improper  as  can  ho   (utrpetrated. 

In  passing  sentence  the  Judge  point*^!  out  in 
hmguage  that  could  not  bo  mlsuuderstood 
that  there  were  other  offenders  on  whom  tho 
vergennce  of  tho  community  should  be 
visited.    He  said  : 

The  offence  is  one  whicli  affcmts  many,  which  is 
against  |iubiic  policy,  which  is  I'.gainHt  the  ifood 
government  of  the  people  and  canp(»t  ho.  lightly 
treated,  and  yet  1  have  no  desire,  an*l  shall  not 
yiold  to  any  cry  for  severe  punisiimunt  which  might 
vi»it  upon  single  offendern  tint  vengeance  «)f  the  com- 
munity, or  the  justice  which  ought  to  bo  udmiulB- 
tered  towards  numy. 

IS  IT  A  Sl^XJUET  ANY  LONGEU 

AS  to  who  were  tho  bonoflclniii's  of  thogo 
«'l«rtloi\  funds?  Ii  W!is  u  mystery  lK!ft)n' 
the  Jury,  who  had  no  I'Vldenre  lu'fori'  tlieui 
to  hUow  who  were  the  "  iioblcnHMi  "  of  tli<' 
country,  thorn-  high  In  authority  rv- 
ferrod  to  by  Mr.  OmUu'.  Im  It,  to-day. 
u  mystvry  who  thrno  were  ?  Even  tin* 
Judgi'  hiitl  no  dliHH'l  proof  by  whh'h  to 
identify  tho  (Jovnrnment.  tho  Minlstprs  th« 
uiemberit  of  Parliaiiient  he  refern»d  tx>.  who 
were  anHlstwl  by  theH«»  Huli>t(*riptlonn.  imder 
a  nystvm  whirh  \w  chann  i<'rl/.<<l  ns  "an 
rirlouH  as  ctnild  bi»  suggi'ntiMl  and  as  Im- 
proper an  eotild  bo  p<'riM>tnite<1."  TluKt  evl- 
d<Mi(M»  ihnm  ex1«t  t<Mbiy.  It  Is  written  in 
the  ri'«*<>t'd.«*  and  pupem  lH>forp  thl»  HouBe. 
It  dlwlt>H«'H  the  names  of  thc»w»  who  rt'oelv- 
«1  the  proeeiKlr  of  th»  winn^wraey  fpi>m  the 


minor  culprits  who  were  fotmd  guilty,  and 
it  throws  upon  this  House  the  responsibility 
of  acquitting  or  condemning  the  beneficiaries 
imder  that  consph*acy.  Tlie  evidence  to 
which  I  win  direct  the  attention  ul  hon. 
gentleman  Is  mainly  to  be  found  in  two 
apendlces  of  the  Journals  of  iJils  House. 
Appendix  No.  1  of  the  Journals  of  1891,  coi.- 
talns  the  evidence  taken  by  the  committee 
on  Privileges  and  Elections  on  charges  made 
by  Mr.  Tarte.  then  the  member  for  Mont- 
morency, against  Mr.  Thomas  McGreevy 
and  Sir  Hector  Langevin.  The  appen- 
dix to  the  Journals  of  1803,  In  this 
other  blue-book,  Is  a  report  of  a  Royal 
Commission  on  charges  against  Sir  Adolphe 
Carou  and  Is  accessible  to  all  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House.  It  will  be  remen>- 
bored  that  the  Inquiry  of  1891  was  some- 
what restrlcte<l  by  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Greevy  to  answer  questions  that  were  asked 
him  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  election  funds 
that  came  to  his  hands  ;  and  It  will  ;ilso  be 
remembert><l  that  the  Inquiry  of  1893  was 
also  conslderiibly  restricted  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  tliat  ocojision  voting  down  a 
motion  for  a  full  Inquiry.  Yet,  for- 
tunately, an  Important  portion  of  this 
very  conspiracy  fimd  la  traceable  with  abso- 
lute certainty  from  Its  ciindnal  source  to 
Its  dlisgra(x»ful  and  cornipt  destiny,  the  de- 
bauching of  the  electorate  by 

TWO  MINISTERS  OF  THE  CROWN. 

In  order  to  trace  a  considerable  portion  of 
this  conspiracy  money,  I  would  qtiote  froiu 
paiu'i'  !M»9  of  the  blue-book  of  1S91.  M*r. 
Thoma*!  McGreevy  was  oxamined.  and  he 
admitted  that  he  had  received  $55.1  MK>  for 
political  pin-i)oses.  lie  was  asked  by  tho 
chairman  of  tlu^  Committee  on  Prlfileges 
and  KltH'tUmh.  the  Lon.  member  for  Jacques 
Cartlcr  (Mr.  Olroiiard),  wlu»  Is  still  the  chair- 
man of  that  committee,  the  following  queu- 
tlons  :— 

Q.  You  sav  you  got  !?.M,(KM)  for  |M)Iitical  pur- 

pOMeM?       A.    V«.H. 

i).   \ou  did  not  say  on   beh  ilf  of  which  iMirty  ; 
I  tliink  the  i«)mnutteo  would    lik(    to  know  that  ? 
A.  Tne  I'onservatiNe  pjoty. 
Q.   Kxclui'ivoly  1     A.    KxeluNively. 
Q.  N<?thing  went  to  any  other  (>arty  T— A.  No. 

The  amount  wan  pri>viHl  to  bo  much  larger 
tiiaii  this  ;  but  W(>  will  oontine  ourtMdve« 
to  tho  ain4»unt«  that  are  admltt^.  Now, 
condng  >*lght  down  to  a  particular  oocaslon, 
to  the  genorul 

KI.n^-nnNS    or  1887, 

and  taking  Mr.  Mciirt cvy's  admlHsIonii  In 
that  old  tu<iulry,  he  says  ul  page  \H)H  : 

().   Aa  M  nuitter  of  fact,  yoi    iwtually  r«;TiviMl  in 
(oiinm'tion    with    th«#    «t«uiluii  of    IHH7  I^M^^^^? 
A.    \»m,  I'itt.INN). 

There  la   other   evld«aott,    given   by   Rotiert 
j  MiwJrmn'y  and  by  Murphy  on  that  ocea»ior:. 


Bhowing  other  and  laxger  sums  ;  but  I  will 
not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  in  discus- 
sing whether  that  evidence  should  be  re- 
ceive<l  or  not.  We  come  down  to  this  clear 
and  distinct  admission  which  cannot  be  de- 
nied. Now,  wliat  was  the  position  of  Mr. 
Thomas  McCrreevy  In  1887  ?  He  said  very 
frankly  to  the  chairman  that  this  money  was 
expende<i  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Coosopvatlve  party  in  the  elections  of  1887  ; 
but  then  we  find  that  he  occupied  a  special 
positlion  of  tnist  and  confidence  In  the  ranlis 
of  the  Conservative  party  in  the  district  of 
Quebec  :  he  was  the  political  treasiu*er  for 
his  party  In  that  district.  This  Is  proved 
by  himself  in  the  Tarte  Inquiry  at  pa^  997; 
it  Is  proved  by  himself  In  the  Caron  Inquiry 
at  page«  Kil  and  lfi*2  ;  it  is  proved  also  l\v 
Sir  Hector  Langevin  in  the  Tarte  Inquiry  at 
page  1,13() ;  and  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  himself. 
In  the  inquiry  of  1892,  at  page  224,  says  : 

McGreevy  received  ail  election  f  luiils  for  tl»e  dis- 
trict of  Qiiel)eo. 

Now,  In  following  up  this  JO.OOO  item.  It  Is 
important  to  know  if  it  was  set  apart  and 
applied  to  any  special  purpose,  or  if  it  was 
thrown  into  a 

GENERAL  KEPTILE   FUND 

and  distributed  among  and  for  the  benefit 
of  Ministers,  members  ami  candidates.  It 
Is  clear,  from  what  I  will  sliow  to  this  xlouse. 
that  It  came  under  the  control  of  the  man 
a«ers  of  th«'  general  fund,  and  tluit  they  were 
the  beneficiaries  of  the  fund.  Take  Thomas 
McGreevy's  evidence  on  that  point.  In  the 
Tarte  Inquiry,  at  page  907,  his  evidence  is 
as  follows  :— 

i).  l)iil  you  (jiltf  receipts  from  tiie  parties  to 
wiiom  yod  paid  tlie  iiK)ney  ? — A.  Well,  1  had 
other  ntoiieyw  beHidcM  that. 

Q.  Would  you  make  any  exception:!  in  tlie 
{xditical  nioiu'vs  received  from  I^irkin,  (\>nnolly 
A  (-o.  ?  A.  \\'ell,  T  will  tell  you.  ThiM  tti.uiey 
was  f«p«>nt  in  the  general  election  of  ISH7.  1  had 
otijcr  moni'VH  l-CHtdea  timt,  and  they  w»re  all 
uiix<>4l  tot(etfier. 

Then  he  says  : 

They  were  all  mixed  nn  together.  They  were 
mixeil  up  with  othern  tlte  otlivr  moneys  I  liad 
1  got  them  in  confidence.  I  have  a  large  numlH-i 
of  reteiptH,  covering  a  much  larger  amount  than 
that,  hut  there  in  no  diHtinguiHhing  hetwecn 
tluMc.  'rh<<  money  in  all  mixed  up  together  ;  1 
cAnnot  <liNtinguiHh  hctwreii  the  two. 

Now.  Mr.  SiMtik^'r,  bo  f«»r  wo  luive  It  made 
IH'rfpotrly  clear  that  tike  funds  MoOreevy  re- 
^  c<»ii»i'»1  were  lnrg*»  el(M*tlon  funds.  In  part  the 
\  prcxV'*'''  of  tJbe  coueplracy.  We  have  it 
mAdo  I'lear  that  he  wn*  the  trrtinurer  for  thi 
Oonw^rvatlve  party  for  the  dl«tr1(^t  of  Quo- 
iMKi  in  the  giMnMiil  eleotlona  of  1887.  tjiat  a 
largi>  portion  of  tih«»  (M>im]»irncy  funds  went 
Into  the  plectlon*.  an«l  that  they  farm<x} 
piirt  of  a  mUed  reptile  fund  for  th«  district 


of  Quebec.  Now,  this  one  branch  of  the 
case  is  complete,  and  compromises  the  Con- 
servative party,  first,  of  the  district  of  Que- 
bec, and,  secondly,  of  all  Canada,  so  long 
as  they  do  not  repudiate  and  denounce  th« 
transaction.  But  now,  what  do  we  know 
of  any  and  the  amount  of 

OIHER  CONTRIBUTIONS 

to  this  mixed  reptile  fund  ?  We  know  per- 
fectly well  from  the  blue-book  tliat  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron  himself  collected  for  this  fund 
i?25,000,  which  he  handed  over  to  this  same 
Mr.  Thomas  McGreevy.  He  collected  it  from 
Senator  Ross,  who  was  president  and  prac^ 
tlcal  owner  of  the  Lalre  St.  John  Railway 
Construction  Company,  who  had  got  Domin- 
ion subsidies  for  that  railway  passed  and 
afterwaixls  assigned  to  hini  to  secure  his 
advances  to  the  contractor;  and,  if  anything 
was  left  over,  he  got  it  from  the  Construc- 
tion Companv.  We  see  all  that  on  pages 
223  and  224  of  this  blue-book  of  1893  ;  and 
the  strange  part  of  it  Is  tfiat  It  appears  from 
the  evidence  in  tha^t  blue-book  that  after 
this  gift  of  $25,000  in  February.  18-87,  by 
the  late  Mr.  Ross  to  Sir  Adolphe  Caron, 
for  this  fund,  there  were  $202,000  of  subsi- 
dies g'  ute<l  by  the  Dominion  Government 
to  this  very  Lake  St.  .Tohn  Railway  Company, 
eveiT  dollar  of  which  sulKsUlles  were  to  go 
to  Mr.  Ross.  And  that  $25,000  was  not 
paid  openly  :  it  was  not  entered  openly  In 
Mr.  Ross's  books.  You  will  see  by  his  lKX)k- 
keeper's  evidence  tn  the  report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  at  page  177,  that  it  was  not 
chargwl  to  election  funds  at  all.  It  w.'is 
ohargtMl  to  Mr.  Beemer,  the  contractor  ;  but 
It  was  paid  by  Mr.  Ross's  hands  Inti^  Sir 
A<lolphe  Caron's  hands,  an<l  carrie<l  by  hhn 
In  dirty  bank  notes  and  bUls  and  put 
Into  Mr.  Thomas 

McGREEVYS  HANDS 

for  the  politlcnl  pur|>osos  of  the  campaign. 
Why,  Sir,  In  this  1887  election  fund,  we  find 
that  Mr.  Bet^mer,  tlie  contractor  for  this  mil- 
way.  Is  shown  by  his  b(K)ks  to  have  con- 
tiilnited  $25.(XR)  towards  t'ds  electltrn  fund, 
which  he  marked  with  the  lett.Ts  '•  Ci.M.F." 
these,  ho  explained,  not  being  the  Initials  of 
the  FlnnjuM'  Mlnlstor,  but  (jenerjil  Election 
FuikI.  But  the  other  lultltils.  which  also 
Mpp(ar  in  his  books,  '*  A.r.O."  he  had  to  ad- 
mit were  the  Initials  of  the  rostiMast-<n' 
General.  The  e^ldem•(»  Is  so  very  curious 
and  contnjdietorj'  as  to  these  lt<'mH  contri- 
buted by  Mr.  Ross  and  Mr.  Beemer.  tluit, 
when  t^tls  reiM)rt  was  <llscussed  before  the 
IIouw\  a  gentleman  no  much  no<Mistomf»<l  to 
aiwilyne  and  sift  evl4l«8HH»  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  SliJKMH'  (Mr.  Me(^jirthy),  was  forw-d 
lo  the  con(>luMlon  that  there  wa.^  not  one  sum 
of  $2rM>00.  hut  two  H«'parato  sums.  And  the 
photograph  of  a  letter  which  I  have  In 
my  poasetslon,  and  may  refer  to  Inter  nhowii 
0  at  tbe  bon=  member  for  Three  lUv  -rs  (Sir 


L 


Hector  Langevin)  did  not  think  that  Mr. 
Ross  was  even  doing  his  duty  when  he  gave 
the  $25,000,  but  referred  Mr.  Valin  to  him 
to  get  more  money,  should  he  require  more, 
and  not  be  able  to  get  it  from  Mr.  McGreevy. 
So  far  as  we  have  evidence  or  can  find  out, 
there  was  not  oae  dollar  of  disinterested  con- 
tribution to  this  general  election  fund  of 
1S87.    It  was  all  from  contractors  or 

SUBSIDIZED     PATRIOTS 

—  every  cent  of  it.  It  was  much  worse 
than  Judge  Rose  could  ever  have  imagined 
it  was,  when  he  made  the  comments  I 
have  read.  Now,  another  branch  of 
this  case  is  to  find  out  who  controlled  and 
who  distributed  this  mixed  fund  for  1887. 
In  the  evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, Mr.  McGreevy  threw  some  light 
upon  that.  He  said  that  two  things  were 
arranged  apparently.    He  said  : 

It  was  arranged  that  there  was  a  certain  amount 
of  money,  and  it  was  to  be  paid  acconling  to  orders. 

Q.  1  want  to  know  wlio  it  waH  tliat  directed  and 
controlled  these  arrangenienta '! — .\.  At  what  time  ? 

Q.  We  will  say  during  the  elections  of  1887  ? — 
A.  I  think  it  was  Sir  Hector  Lnngevin  and  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron.     They  consulted  about  it: 

Q.  You  say  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron.  NS'ere  tiiere  any  others  ?— A.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  others.  I  huve  paid  without  written 
orders  some,  but  the  bulk  of  it  was  paid  out  in 
written  orders. 

Sir  Adolphe  Caron  Is  very  explicit  on  that 

point,  becauao  In  his  own  evidence,  at  page 

224,  he  explains  the  whole  thing  In  this 
way  : 

Mr.  McUreevy  was  omsof  a  committee  composed 
of  three,  the  Hon.  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  myself 
l)eing  tno  of  the  throe,  and  Mr.  Mclireevy  lieing 
t'iC  tliii>,  and  the  treasurar  for  the  purpose  of  that 
campaign.  Tluise  amounts  were  distributed  after 
disiMiHsion  between  tlie  three  mendters  of  that  coui- 
ndttee,  Sir  Hector  Lange\in,  myself,  anci  Mr.  Mc- 
(ireevy.  They  were  distributed  in  what  we  etm- 
tiidered  to  be  the  legitimate  an<l  imlispeMSuble 
expenses  of  t!ie  various  countieg  which  w>!  were 
looking  after  iii  the  <li.«itrict  r>f  Queluu!. 

Wo  may  have  to  see  what  tJiese  genUeuien's 
Ideas  of  legltlmato  and  Indispensable  ex- 
penses were  on  that  occasion  ;  l)ut  at  any 
rate  that  Is  what  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  said 
about  them.  It  Is  just  to  observe  that  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron  Includes  Mr.  MoltnM'vy  la 
the  comraltteo,  whereas  Mr.  McGreevy  mo- 
dent  ly  dIsclalnKMi  control  himself,  and  sahl 
he  simply  handled  the  money  for  the  otlier 
two.  That,  however,  dm^H  not  make  very 
much  dlfferonce.  for  if  he  were  not  on  the 
committee,  no  doubt  he  knew  a  g(H)d  deal 
alHUt  It.  Then  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  further 
jrlves  us  light  on  that  point.  Ho  says  at 
H»ge  228  of  the  r©pt»rt : 

The  thrfo  inemljerH  of  the  oonunitteedisiMigied  to- 
gether.  and  we  <leoided  that  8ueh  antl  much  »  county 
wotild  rwejvp  no  much.     No  anumnt,  t<»  my  know 


ledge,  was  ever  given  out  until  we  three  agreed 
that  that  amount  should  be  given. 

It  is  therefore  clear,  beyond  a  shadow  of 
doubt,  that  both  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and 
Sir  Adolphe  Caron  were  active  agents  in 
controlling  and  dlsti*ibuting  the  whole  of  this 
immense  fund,  including  at  least  $20,000 
which  came  out  of  this 

CONSPIRACY    MONEY 

in  connection  with  which  McGreevy  and  Con- 
nolly were  sent  to  jail.  It  is  also  clear  tiiat 
if  any  sums  were  paid  oun  of  the  funds  for 
their  own  constituencies,  both  were  parties 
tc  the  payments,  because  Sir  Adolphe  Caron 
says  :  "  No  amount  was  ever  given  out  until 
we  three  agreed  tliat  amount  should  be 
given."  I  think,  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
in  the  motion  which  1  shall  place  In  your 
hands  shortly,  I  am  absolutely  bomid  to  In- 
clude both  of  those  gentlemen  who  controlled 
and  distributed  every  cent  of  that  fund.  I 
propose  to  include  them  both,  and  under  the 
circumstances  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  avoM 
doing  so.  They  both  shared  the  benefits  of 
that  fund  and  should  share  the  responsibili- 
ties. In  the  months  of  April,  May  and  June, 
1893.  the  Toronto  '  Globe '  displayed  its  re- 
markable newspaper  enterprise  by  publish- 
ing a  series  of  documents  purporting  to  be 
lithographic  fac  slmilies  of  orders,  letters  and 
receipts  of  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  passing  between  these  gen- 
tlemen and  the  Hon.  Thomas  McGreevy  as 
tieasiu-er  in  1887.  I  have  procure<l  copies  of 
the  papers  of  these  dates,  and  will  lay  them 
or.  the  Table  for  the  information  of  &ny 
members  who  may  desire  to  inspect  these 
beautiful 

rilOTOGUAPIllO    ENGRAVURES 

A  large  part  of  these  documentH  are  ,alBO 
on  record  In  the  proceedings  of  this  House 
and  In  the  '  Hansard  '  of  the  15tb  .Tune,  18W2, 
so  that  any  member  may  refer  to  them.  >  ow, 
the  geuiilnencsH  of  these  have  never  been  ,le- 
nled.  In  the  Royal  Commission  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron  do<\<  not  dispute  the  dwunients  re- 
lating to  hlmsilf.  which  were  produced  by 
Mr.  McGreevy.  nu+,  In  view  of  any  dis- 
pute as  to  these  relating  t()  Sir  Hec- 
tor T^angevln,  I  obtained  from  the  '  Globe  * 
I)eople  orlgimil  photographs— which  I  have 
here  and  which  I  submit  for  Inspecthm  by 
members  of  the  House— of  orders  and  re- 
ceipts, &c..  something  over  thirty  In  number, 
which  connect  Sir  Hector  Langevin  with  tlie 
dlPtrlbutlou  of  these  funds  In  a  numt  strik- 
ing nmnner.  Now.  It  will  be  found  that 
th«»rp  wore  written  ortlera  on  thli  fund  given 
by  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  for  twelve  <'ountIe8, 
and  by  Sir  Hector  Lnngevin  for  fifteen  coun- 
ties. A  mimber  were  for  the  name  county, 
bui.  In  all.  the;'  covwwl  twenty  separate 
counties.  This  does  not  Include  Quebec  Wmi, 
but  tlio  treaatirer  himself  provided  carefully 
for    that— bic     own     constituency— out    of 


the  fund  under  his  own  control,  but, 
apparently  without  anybody's  order.  No 
orders  have  been  produced  for  Quebec 
West.  But  I  do  not  suppose  that  Mr.  Me- 
Greovy  would  go  through  the  formality  of 
making  an  order  upon  himself  to  pay  for 
himself.  Now,  Sir  Adolpha  Oaron  ordered 
at  least  $5,100  to  be  paid  for  his  oavh  county 
out  of  the  fund.  Admitting  that  he  sub- 
scribed nothing  more,  we  have  an  idea  of 
what  he  considered  legitimate  jmd  indis- 
pensible  election  expenses. 

SIR  HECTOR  LANGEVIN'S  ELECTION 

cost  the  fund  .$18,150,  as  shown  by 
vouchers  which  I  have  here.  The  list 
of  vouchers  which  I  hold  in  my  liand 
connected  with  the  election  at  Three  Rivers 
covers  the  period  between  the  31st  of  .Tanu- 
ary  and  the  3rd  of  March,  and  includes  these 
Items  ;  .$500,  $1,000,  $1,500,  $1,000.  .$1,000, 
$2,0(X),  $3,1.50,  total  $13,150.  Now,  the  hon. 
member  for  Three  Rivers  (Sir  Hector  Lan- 
gevin)  said,  in  1S91,  in  the  course  of  his  evi- 
dence, which  I  may  h.ave  to  refer  to  a  little 
later  on.  that  he  took  care  not  to  know  any- 
thing about  any  expenditure  for  his  own 
county.  He  was  very  particular  about  that. 
He  did  not  know  anything  about  any  of 
these  matters  anyway,  but  about  his  own 
county  he  was  particularly  careful  to  know 
nothing.  But  he  had  forgotten  what  he  had 
said  to  Mr.  McGreevy  in  a  foot  note  to  .*in 
interesting  letter  T  have  here.  Beeaiiso,  after 
all  these  sums,  excepting  the  last  $3,1.50  had 
been  paid  to  various  gentlemen  under  orders 
from  Mr.  Panneton,  the  manager  of  the  Bank 
In  Three  Rivers,  La  Banque  du  Peuple.  and 
Sir  Hector  Langevln's  chief  election  pusher— 
not  agent,  but  promoter— we  find  the  follow- 
lug  lef\r  dated  the  2(5th  of  February.  1887, 
—  the  election  was  held  on  22nd  February— 
addressed  to  Mr.  McGreevy.  The  letter  is  In 
Frencli,  but  perhaps  hon.  g(*ntlemen  will  ex- 
cuse me  iFrom  reading  it  in  French.  I  will 
translate  it 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.    In  French. 

:ir.  EDGAR.  I  am  afraid  that  a  good 
ninny  English  people  would  utrt  be  able  to 
uuderstkind  my  French,  but  perhaps  that 
would  not  be  so  Imd  If  I  was  able  tx>  believe 
thn4:  tihe  French  members  could  uudc^rstand 
It 

My  DkahMu.  Me(;Ki.:KVY,  -Tlu!  huttluiMfiniHlie.i 
luul  M'c  rt'muiii  vit!t<>ri(»nH.  I  folit-ittite  you  upon 
your  succesH.  We  are  indulHetl  yet  in  the  uuui  of 
!jl*2,(WH.  Sir  HoKtor  Itiftt  evening  givve  tne  thiB  word  - 
which  vou  will  ftnd  herein.  I  have  done  for  theliest. 
He  orderetl  me  not  to  \mo  thiH  eleetion.  I'elletier 
has  Bpent  on  IiIh  aide  at  least  $k\,(HH).  The  Hght  hm 
Iwea  terrilile.  Ah  tliiM  huui  Ihim  heen  horr<twe<l 
fnmi  a  friend,  and  us  it  will  lie  due  on  Tueailay, 
will  you  Imve  the  amount  dejMwited  on  Monday 
and  telepaph  it  to  me.  If  you  prefer  to  see  nus, 
telegrHph  Mundaynu)rnin>{elnlyand  I  will  go  down 
at  half  past  eleven  A.M.  Sir  Heetor  wishen  that 
AOthitig  shall  Ims  neglected.     Mien  ti  voun. 

R  K,  PANNKTON. 


Then  there  is  this  : 

I  have  learned  that  .f  7,0(M)  has  been  spent  by  the 
coniniittee  of  Pelletier.  In  the  last  two  days  he  has 
made  enormous  efforts.     Destroy  this. 

P.  E.  P. 

And  here  is  a  little  memorandum  at  the  bot- 
tom of  the  page,  and  in  a  handwriting  which 
t  think  we  all  know— 

Mv  Dear  Mr.  Mo(iREEVY,— Please  hear  the 
bearer. 

Sir  HECTOR  LANGEVIN. 

THAT  PRAYER  WAS  HEARD. 

You  will  remember  that  in  this  letter  Mr. 
Panneton  asked  for  $2,689.  Apparently,  on 
the  3rd  March  Mr.  McGreevy  had  not  yet 
paid  the  amount,  for  Mr.  Panneton  addresses 
Mr.  McGreevy  again  :— 

MyDkahSik, — The  draft  in  ((uestion  has  been 
drawn.  It  isl)y  A.  G,  {^oinn.  I  have  added  $281  to 
settle  some  accounts  of  winch  I  did  not  know  before. 
It  will  he  presented  to  you  to-morrow  morning  by 
the  Hancjue  du  Peuple.  Our  friend  wishes  that  all 
should  l)e  arranged  in  order  to  avoid  all  disagree- 
ment. We  are  going  to  take  means  not  to  have 
any  protest. 

Yours  truly, 

P.  E.  PANNETON. 

And  here  is  the  draft  drawn  by  Mr.  Gouin 
for  $3,150  on  Hon.  Thomas  Mc(Treevy,  Que- 
bec, dated  at  Three  Rivers,  March  3rd,  drawn 
at  sight,  unid  marked  paid.  That  shows  also 
what  Sir  Hector  Langevln's  ideas  were  of 
le«al  and  reasonable  expenses.  Now,  you 
wUi  remember  that  he  cautiously  refrained 
from  connecting  his  name  with  any  order, 
but,  if  you  will  remember.  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron  has  told  us  that  no  amount  was  ever 
given  out  until  "  wo  tlireo "  agreed  what 
tJie  nmount  should  be.  Therefore,  all  three 
knew  what  was  given  to  Three  Rivers. 
I  can  tell  you,  as  a  fact  of  interest,  that 
there  were  only  040  votes  polled  for  tho 
hon.  gentleman  at  that  election.  Although 
there  is  <?vi(lonc»}  of  a  great  deal  more 
money  provided  for  this  Three  Rivers  elec- 
tion that  I  will  not  refer  to,  here  alone  wo 
Inid  $13,150  paid  fur  these  040  Votes,  or  over 

$20    APIECE 

out  of  this  bh'ssed  fund.  Theme  are  moderate 
and  reasonable  election  (expenses,  of  <'(nirse. 
Now.  what  does  the  law  say  about  things 
of  that  kind  at  elections  ?  Section  118, 
chapter  8,  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Can- 
ada, says  : 

'['he  [jaynient,  advance,  loan  or  deiMiHit  by  or  on 
behalf  of  any  candidate,  before,  duruig  or  after  an 
election,  otherwise  than  through  the  regular  ugent8, 
IH  illegal,  and  the  peiMonjuaking  the  Manie  is  guilty 
of  a  udstlenieanour. 

Section  120  says: 

The  Btatement  of^eleotion  exfieniieB  ahall  inehnlo 
payments  nude  by  the  candidate,  and  any  agent 


<*, 


or  candidate  M'ho  wilfully  furnishes  to  the  re- 
turning officer  any  untrue  statement,  is  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanour. 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  the  published  election 
expenses  of  Sir  A,  P.  Garon  for  the  county 
of  Quebec,  in  1887,  as  follows  :— Personal 
expenses,  $58  ;  expenses  of  agents,  $84C.46  ; 
in  all,  $904.46,  Mr.  H.  A.  Turcotte  being  the 
agent  who  vouahed  for  (that  being  accurate. 
Now,  deducting  tbat  from  the  $5,100,  for 
which  we  find  his  own  orders  for  his  own 
county,  it  leaves  ito  be  classed  as  illegal,  a 
balance  of  $4,193,54,  the  payment  of  wliich 
looks  very  much  as  if  it  might  iwssiWy  be 
considered  by  a  court  and  jury  to  be  a  mis- 
demeanour if  it  wore  brought  before  them,  I 
am.  bowevei",  only  dealing  with  political  ini- 
quities to-nijETht,  not  misdemeanours.  Now,  we 
have  also  the  published  election  expenses  of 
Sir  Hector  Langevin  for  Three  Rivers,  in 
1887.  They  are  also  in  their  way  very 
curious,  and  exceedingly  moderate  :  personal 
expenses,  $30  ;  agH?nt's  expenses,  $887.09. 
They  are  very  particular  about  cents  ;  it  is 
well  to  be  so  when  one  is  honesrt  and  above- 
board.    That  leaves  to  be  classed  as 

ILLEGAL    EXPENSES 

a  balance  of  $12,232.91,  Did  th.  Min- 
ister of  Justice  direct  the  proswutiou 
of  his  colleagues  ?  Or  will  he  do  so  ?  1 
do  not  ask  any  verdict  of  misdemeanour 
against  them  ;  I  only  ask  a  political  verdict 
from  this  House.  Now,  there  is  another 
feature  In  this  case.  At  the  Tarte  inqtiiry 
in  1891,  Mr.  McOreevy  was  examined,  but 
persisted  in  refusing  to  give  particulars  as 
to  how  he  spent  the  election  funds  of  1887, 
received  from  Ijarkin,  Oonnolly  &  florapany. 
Afterwards,  in  1892,  when  he  was  examined 
l>efore  the  Iloyal  Oommisslon,  ho  changed 
his  mind.  I  cannot  tell  you  all  he  was 
asked,  hut  on  that  occasion  in  1891.  whwnhe 
repeatedly  refused  to  answer,  ho  said  : 

I  decline  to  answer,  it  i.n  a  matter  of  confidence, 

I  docline  bocauso  I  cannot  .separate  them  from 
the  otiier  moneyH. 

J  decline  because  it  waH  given  to  me  in  cou- 
fidenoe. 

I  decline  because  I  coulil  not  jjroperly  separate 
it. 

I  decline  because  it  lu's  imtliing  to  do  with  tliis. 

1  decline  t«»  give  tlie  niiUies  necause  I  was  n 
tniJitfc  of  tlifHc  fundH,  and  it  wan  to  he  kept  in 
confidence.  I  am  not  going  tu  make  a  breach  of 
ooufidenoe. 

•  Now,  Mr.  MtKJreevy  Imd  decllncii  to  roni- 
promisG  Sir  Heotor  Lautfevln  at  that  time  ; 
that  Is  clear,  and  the  opporiuniiy  oxlHt(>«d  for 
Sir  Hector  I^ingevin.  if  lie  cihose  to  do  ho, 
to  make  a  denial  of  his  knowledge.  Sir 
IJ.'ciur  Ixiugov.n  was  also  cxainlned  after 
Mr.  Mcaropvy  had  refufiod  positively  to 
nnswer.  and  decided 


TO  GO  TO  JAIL, 

decided  to  be  expelled  from  the  House,  be- 
fore he  would  open  his  mouth.  Sir  Hector 
Langevin  was  called  before  that  committee 
and  examined,  and  he  did  not  refuse  to 
answer.  I  think  myself  it  would  have  been 
better  for  him  if  he  had.  Being  examined 
under  oath  by  Mr,  Davles,  these  are  some  of 
his  answers,  as  found  at  page  1,136  of  the 
evidence  : 

Q,  For  your  own  election  was  there  never  an 
oney  distril:)uted  fi 
am  not  aware  of  any. 


money  distributed  from   the   party   funds  ?— -A 


my 


Q.  To  whom  would  it  be  paid  if  for  your  benefit? 
— A,  I  do  not  know,  I  take  care  when  an  elec- 
tion comes  on  to  know  nothing  of  tlie  kind, 

Q,It  seems  to  me,  that  as  political  leader  of  tlie 
party,  you  must  have  been  aware  of  large  sums 
of  money  paid  to  others  for  political  purposes  ? — A. 
Mr,  Mctireevy  never  told  me  those  things  and  I 
never  asked  him. 

Q,  Are  you  aware  that  Mr,  McGreevy  paid,  as 
Treasurer  of  the  political  fund,  large  sums  of 
money  for  political  purposes  '"n  Quebec  ? — A,  I 
do  not  know.  He  may  have  done  so,  but  I  do  not 
know. 

Q.  Vour  answer  is  that  you  do  not  know  that 
he  paid  any  personally.  Yon  may  liave  your 
presumption  but  you  do  not  know  ? — A,  I  say  that 
.1  do  not  know  personally  that  he  has  done  so.  I 
believe  that  he  contributed  to  these  elections,  but 
I  have  no  knowledge  about  my  own  elections. 

Q.  Or  other  elections  ?— A,  If  I  were  asked  how 
much  Mr,  McGreevy  has  contributed  to  this  elec- 
tion or  that,  I  do  not  know, 

Q.  It  is  not  the  contrii)utions  of  Mr,  McGreevy, 
but  the  contributions  from  the  fund  that  he  was 
Treasurer  of  ? — A.  That  is  what  I  mean, 

Q,  You  never  applied  to  him  for  money  for 
j)olitical  purjjoses  (hiring  these  elections  1 — A.  I 
do  not  know  tluit.  1  might  tell  him  that  there  were 
wants  in  a  certain  county  or  anotaer  county,  I 
may  have  told  him  that. 

Q.  Did  yoti  specify  approximately  the  amounts 
that  wciuld  be  iisnuired? — A.   I  do  not  think  so. 

Q,  You  M'ould  leave  it  entirely  to  Mr.  Mctireevy 
to  say  what  amount  would  be  given  to  each  district? 
— A.   Yes. 

Q.  1  do  not  want  names.  I  want  generally  the 
amount?  -A.  1  cm  not  give  you  that  infunniition. 

Q.  You  swear  you  cannot  give  any  information 
on  tliat  point  ?  A.  1  never  knew  what  amount  lie 
might  have  for  election  purpoHes  in  his  hands  as 
treasurer  or  organizer. 

Q.  Did  you  apply  to  him  for  political  purposes 
t«;  l»c  paid  in  any  part  of  (k)uebec  ? — A.   No. 

(»>,  And  you  are  not  aware  that  he  paid  any  ? — 
A.   No.     I  lM)li«'ve  he  haw,  but  1  ilo  not  know. 

i}.  Did  you  direct  any  bodv  to  do  that  ?  A.  Do 
M  hat  ? 

(^  T«»  go  to  Mr.  McfJreevy  and  see  that  moneys 
were  paid  for  ]>olitical  purptwes  ?— A.  I  might  hftv© 
referred  parties  who  canu^  to  me  .  "  ^'ou  nniHt  go 
and  Hce  .Mr.  .Mc(ire«>vy  ;  1  biive  notliing  to  do  with 
that."  If  you  ask  me  to  njinic  any  [lerson,  I  could 
iu»t  In  it. 

Now,  Mr.  RpenUor.  you  Imvc  seen  wlint  hflp- 


pened  about  his  own  election.  You  have 
seen  his  own  directions  to  iMr.  McGreevy  : 
taiat  he  was  fto  hear  the  bearer  Pannelton, 
and  you  have  also  heard  from  the  bearer 
Panneton  what  it  was  for  and  what  he  got, 
and  you  have  heard  that 

SIR  A.  P.  CARON  SWORE 

that  no  amount  was  ever  given  out 
"  until  we  three  agreed  what  amount  should 
be  given,"  and  that  $13,500  is  covered  by 
those  amounts  distinctly  and  clearly.  Then 
as  to  the  other  oases  apart  from  Three 
Rivers,  we  have  seen  that  he  aiTanged  for 
the  fund,  that  he  and  Sir  A.  P.  Caron  sat 
down  and  apportlonea  the  whole  of  it,  and 
he  distributed  part  of  it.  I  have  here,  as  I 
say,  (fhirty-two  different  ordei'i  of  his  own, 
signed  by  himself,  containing  directions  in 
detail,  many  of  them.  Some  of  them  I  might 
trouble  the  House  with  reading.  For  in- 
stance, here  is  the  first  one  to  Mr.  McGreevy 
about  Mr.  Valln  : 

My  Deak  McGkeevy,— Mr.  Valin  Ims  come. 
He  says  tliat  he  wants  some  help  for  his  legal 
expe:>8es. 

Oh,  ye&  ;  legal  expenses  ;  always  legal  ex- 
penses. 

Do  what  you  think  i)roper  an<l  necessary  and 
send  him  for  any  more  to  Senator  Ross.  Tills 
county  is  very  hard. 

Then  there  is  at  the  foot  of  the 
letter  a  recelnt  for  $500.  These  let- 
ter are  all  slgi\ed  by  Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin  and  are 

IN  HIS  OWN  HANDWRITING. 

This  $500  was  received  by  Mr.  Valln.  Again, 
In  regard  to  the  county  of  Porlueuf.  There 
Is  a  final  amount  on  2l8t  February  of  $200. 
The  papera  show  that  the  treasury  had  been 
previously  drawn  on  for  $3,000.  Here  is  a 
letter  to  Mr.  McGreevy  : 

My  Dkah  Mu.  M(i(iKEKVY,-  Please  let  Mr. 
Diounei  have  ."jit'iOO  for  legal  expenses,  on  aciount  of 
Portneuf.     Tiiat  is  the  last. 

This  shows  the  scrupulous  care  exercised  In 
Intrusting  the  funds  to  proper  parties,  so 
that  they  might  not  go  wrong.  I  will  now 
r(*rtd  a  letter  from  Sir  Hector  Lajigevln  to 
Mr.  McGreevy,  dated  17th  February.  1&S7. 
It  relate  to  St.  Maurice,  and  is  as  follows  :— 

I  fMv  Dear  Mk.  NhiiuEEVv,  Mr.  F.  L.  DeHaul- 
niers  lias  sent  thv  hearer,  Mr.  F.  M.  (Jelinas,  a 
trustworthy  man,  to  reocive  the  Uilance  of  wiiat 
comes  to  him  for  his  legal  expennes  in  St.  Mauricr. 

Please  do  so. 

H.    L.     liANUEVIN. 

1\S,— You  should  obtain   a   receipt  of  course. 
••Received  fTitK),  F.  M.  Cdinas." 

That  showH  the  buMlDesslIke  care  and  nc- 
ininuw  with   which   the   whole   matter  wos 


caiTied  out.  It  Is  extraordinary  that  Sir 
Hector  Langevln's  memory  was  so  utterly 
blank  as  regards  the  whole  of  this  subject 
in  1891.  I  hope  these  papers  will  refresh 
his  memory  1x)-night.  Heire  is  another  docu- 
ment showing  the  care  that  Sir  Hector  took 
—it  relates  to  the  county  of  Rlmouski.  It 
Is  a  letter  to  Mr,  McGreevy  : 

Dear  Mr.  McGreevy,— Mr.  Charles  Tach^, 
brother  of  our  candidate  in  Rimouslii,  leaves  to- 
morrow morning  for  Rimouslii.  I  thinlt  you  miglit 
on  tlie  balance  alloted  for  legal  expenses  of  tliat 
county  let  liim  have  !^00.     He  is  a  safe  man. 

Received,  $800,  J.  C.  Tach^. 

He  is  a  safe  man— they  were  all  very  careful 
about  the  kind  of  men  to  whom  they  intrust- 
ed the  balance.    There  were 

ORDERS  SIGNED 

by  Sir  Hector  Dangevin  for  aU  of  these.  Here 
Is  another  document  which  shows  the  trouble 
Sir  Adolphe  Caron  sometimes  gave  Sir  Hec- 
tor, and  I  think  it  was  hardly  fair.  This 
letter  is  In  regard  to  the  Bellechasse  election, 
and  is  as  follows  :—   , 

My  Dear  Mr.  McGreevy, — Mr.  Bealleau 
(Narcisse),  l)rother  of  Isidore  Bealleau,  our  candi- 
date in  Bellechasse,  has  come  <lown  witli  Mr. 
Labrectpie,  for  balance  of  what  may  come  to  the 
election  for  legal  expenses.  It  is  urgent  it  appears. 
Please  do  what  can  l)e  done.  They  liuve  been 
running  after  Sir  Adolphe  all  day.  They  cannot 
find  liim.  Perluips  you  might  tell  tliem  where 
he  is. 

I  do  not  know  whether  the  hon.  member  for 
Bellechasse  wlU  take  any  Interest  or  not  In 
this  communication.  Possibly  the  party  was 
told  where  Sli'  Adolphe  Caron  was  ;  but  at 
all  events  these  matters  were  kept  quiet  and 
he  took  a  receipt  for  $500.  I  dare  say  I 
have  presented  enough  facts  to  refresh  the 
hon.  gentleman's  memory  ;  but  I  could  run 
over  the  whole  business.  In  Beauce  he 
wants  to  Inti'ust  $200  to  a  faithful  friend. 
It  will  be  observed  that  they  are  all  faith- 
ful friends  apimrently,  because  the  amounts 
W(>re  rather  in  exoeas  of  the  amounts  re- 
quired for  legal  expenses.  An  hon. 
friend  says  legal  appropriations.  Tliey 
were  not  In  excess  of  the  appvopria- 
tlons,  but  they  were  in  excess  of  the  state- 
ments of  legal  expenses  publlslied  by  the 
candidates.  I<'"or  what  reason  wns  Mr.  Mc- 
Greevy expelled  from  this  House  ?  He  was 
expelled  for  n^fusing  to  answer  Inquiries  of 
this  kind.  Sir  Hector  Langevin  did  not.  I  will 
tiot  charactt»rIzG  the  nature  of  his  answers  ; 
I  will  leave  that  to  the  House  to  do  so. 
Now,  Mr.  Si>eaker,  it  Is  reasonable  to  ask, 
what  have  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir 
Adol|)he  Caron  to  do  with  this  particular 
sum  of  .?20,0(K)  received  from  Larkln.  Con- 
nolly &  Co.  for  the  18S7  electioinii  ?  1  say 
they  have 


EVERYTHIXG  TO  DO  WITH  IT. 

Mr  McGreevy  has  explained  it  in  the  evi- 
dence I  have  read.  There  were  certain 
moneys  placed  in  his  hands— the  evidence  is 
to  be  found  at  page  162— and  orders  were 
given  to  pay  them  out.  It  was  arranged,  he 
said,  that  there  should  be  a  certain  sum  of 
money,  and  it  was  to  be  paid  out  according 
to  orders.    The  evidence  was  as  follows  :— 

Q.  I  want  to  Ifnow  wlio  it  was  that  directed  and 
controlled  these  arrangements  ? — A.  At  what  time  ? 

Q.  We  Avill  say  during  the  election  of  1887  ? — 
A.  I  think  it  was  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir  A. 
P.  Caron  ;  they  consulted  about  them. 

Q.  You  say  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  8ir  A.  P. 
Caron  ;  were  there  any  others  ? — A.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  other*. 

Those  gentlemen,  Sir  Adolphe  Oaron  and  Sir 
Hector  Langevin,  had  intimation  of  the 
exact  ext<^nt  of  the  lands,  beoauge  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  In  his  evidence,  at  page  228, 
said  : 

The  three  men\l>ers  of  the  oommittee  discussed 
together,  anci  we  decided  that  such  and  such  a 
count}'  w(mld  receive  so  much. 

Therefore,  they  had  the  whole  funds  before 
them  when  they  arrived  at  that  decision. 
There  is  direct  evidence  that  both  knew  of 
this  large  contribution  by  Larkln,  Connolly 
&  Co.  But  no  direct  evidence  was  required. 
They  accepted  the  money,  they  gave  no  pos- 
sible or  pretended  consideration  for  it,  to 
Mr.  McGreevy  at  least,  and  they  dealt  with 
it  and  distributed  It  as  Lf  it  was  their  own. 
Did  they  suppose  It 

DROri'ED  FKOM  THE  CLOUDS  V 

Did  they  shut  their  eyes  to  other  •^K-iirc^^ 
of  supply,  besides  the  McGreevy  source  ? 
No.  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  had  his  eyes  open, 
and  kept  them  open,  and  received  in  Imnk 
notes  $25,000  with  his  own  hands.  He  did 
not  shut  his  eyes  to  the  source  of  supply. 
So  fai-  it  appeal's  that  not  a  cent  of  the 
reptile  fund  came  from  dis>intiereH.tod 
political  supporters.  Can  any  sane  man 
believe  that  either  of  those  gentlemoin  was 
ignoiraut  of  every  one  of  the  foul  sorroes  of 
supply  ?  Was  the  nature  of  the  land  ho 
Irn'pronchablo,  was  its  object  so  pur(»,  wns 
its  distrllmdon  so  legitimate,  that  the  dis- 
tributors oould  wrap  themselves  in  a  mantle 
of  virtue  and  sttM'nly  demand  from  TlKMuaH 
McGreevy  to  know  that  this  golden  stnmm 
only  flowed  from  pure  and  unpolluted 
sources  ?  No.  It  was  never  protended  that 
they  asked  such  a  (luostlon  of  Thomas  Mc- 
Greevy, or  ever  received  or  could  have  re 
celvod  such  an  assurance,  a  fnlse  aBsurnnco 
from  him.  They  knew  all  about  the  Larkln- 
Connolly  fund.  They  knew  as  much  as 
we  knew,  and  ft  great  deal  more.  What 
were  the  relations  of  Sir  Hector  Langevin 
and  Mr.  McGreevy  ?  Tliey  were  of  a  pro- 
longed   and    Intimate    character.     For  ten 
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years  Mr.  McGreevy  had  lived  with  him 
in  his  house,  and  they  had  shared  the  same 
office.  In  public  and  private  life  they  were 
bound  up  together.  The  evidence  shows— 
I  can  give  all  the  pa^es— that  Mr.  McGreevy 
during  this  time  indorsed,  financed  and  float- 
ed a  $10,000  note  for  Sir  Hector  Langevin. 
and  paid  tlie  interest  on  it  out  of  his  own 
pocket  for  years  and  years  for  Sir  Hector 
liangevin.  The  evidence  also  sliows  that  Mr. 
McGreevy  contributed  $35,000  to  support  Sir 
Hector  Langevin's  personal  organ  *  Le 
Monde.'  Mr.  McGreevy  in  a  moment  of 
wefjmess  disclosed  to  his  brother  his  rela- 
tion to  SI;*  Hector  Langevin.  Here  is  a  letter 
dated  1st  of  March,  1886,  which  was 

QUOTED  BY  THE  JUDGE 

at  the  conspiracy  trial,  and  also  to  be  found 
in  this  report  of  the  proceedings  of  1891, 
as  exhibit  J-2  at  page  20.  Mr.  Thomas  Mc- 
Greevy writes  to  his  brother  : 

I  liave  liad  a  long  interview  witii  Perley  on 
harbour  works  and  graving  doclis  at  British  Col- 
innl)ia.  Fleming  was  to  have  signed  his  report  to- 
day on  harV)our  works.  It  will  be  shown  to  me 
as  soon  as  signed.  I  will  see  it  to-morrow  and  Sir 
Hector  and  myself  will  decide  what  is  to  be  done 
for  future.  He  will  adopt  my  views.  I  will  see 
you  and  Murphy  about  it  before  doing  anything. 
It  is  a  big  thing  for  the  future. 

Can  there  be  any  possible  que^on  about 
Silr  Pleotor  Langevin's  relation  to  Thomas 
McGreevy.  What  was  Thomas  Mctrreevy 
convicted  for  ?  He  was  convicted  of  con- 
spiring, and  using  his  influence  with  Minis- 
ters in  order  to  wring  a  reptile  fund  out  of 
contractors.  Is  it  not  infinitely  more  dis- 
creditable for  tiiese  very  Ministers  to  have 
conspired,  as  they  did  with  Mr.  McGreevy, 
to  use  that  very  fund  to  debauch  and  cor- 
rupt the  people  at  tlu>  general  election  ?  Is 
it  not  more  disgraceful  to  have  conspired  as 
they  did,  with  Mr.  McGreevy,  to  flood  the'r 
own  constituencies'  with  enormous  Illegal 
sums  out  of  these  very  funds  collected  by  a 
crime  ?  Mr.  Sp^Miker,  before  the  Carleton 
jury  were  brought,  only  Thomas  McGreevy 
and  N.  K.  Connolly,  and  again  to  quote  the 
Judges  charge  to  the  Jury  : 

Tlioso  who  stand  liigh  or  low  may  be  equally 
uilty,  and  it  might  lie  right  to  have  them  brought 
•ofore  the  Har  of  duatice  and   their  punishment 

awarded  then),  but  with  that,  neitlier  you  nor  I 

have  anything  to  do. 

And  th(»  judge  was  right.  But  with  tliat  this 
House  and  every  member  of  it  has  every- 
thing to  do.  I  bring  before  this  House  for 
their  Judgment 

TWO  OF  THE  0FFENDKH8. 

ai  <i  r  nsk,  not  that  a  criminal  but  that  a  poli- 
tical sentence  bf  passed  upon  tliem.  I  charge 
that  common  polltioal  decency  demands  a 
vtTdict  and  a  sentence  at  our  hands.    When 
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these  glaring  facts  of  political  corruption  are 
laid  before  you,  as  I  formally  lay  tbem  bo- 
fore  you  now,  you  cannot,  you  dare  not,  ig- 
nore them.  Are  we  to  advertise  ourselves  as 
a  pack  of  arrant  hypocrite.s  and  pass  Iiere 
laws  against  electoral  corruption  ;  and  place 
severe  laws  upon  the  Statute-books  against 
tiitliug  offences,  and  yet  allow  thi'se  crimes 
to  go  without  coudemnntlou.  Shall  the  ille- 
gal expenditure  of  a  dollar,  unseat,  or  per- 
haps disqualify  a  member  of  this  House  be- 
fore a  judge,  anil  hall  illegal  expenditure  of 
$4,000  by  one  Minister  in  his  constituency, 
and  $12,000  by  another  Minister  In  Ids  c^)n- 
stituency,  not  meet  with  tlie  ceusun'  of  tlds 
House  ?  Mr.  Speaker,  after  the  disgraceful 
exposure  of  1S!>1.  Mu>  Firs;  "Minister  was  a 
party  to  the  celebrated  protcssiou  of 

LOFTY    VllfiM.l-: 

expressed  by  tiio  pron.ise  that  tlic  Gov- 
(^rniiH'iit  Would  l>riug  to  justice  all  oftcud- 
ers,  be  thev  higli  ,>r  low,  rich  or  p.xn*.  Wliat 
has  he  done  V  Th(»  inquiry  of  ISOl  at  the 
Instance  of  Mr.  Tarte,  and  the  Investigation, 
pressed  on  by  numbers  of  that  comudttee 
who  are  mtt  on  tlie  Government  side  of  the 
House,  disclosed  facts  for  many  weeks,  in 
spite  of  the  strenuous  attempts  t>  suppress 
these  facts  by  counsel,  hired  and  paid  by 
the  (lovernment  for  that  purpose.  At  any 
rate  the  facts  of  this  conspiracy  were  dis- 
closed, which  was  partially  tried  last  Novem- 
ber, and  the  Minister  of  .fustlce  was  forced 
by  the  parllanienlary  Iiupilry  to  institute  that 
tHal.  'Phi'  Ouliirlo  (Jovernment  i'H)k  part  in 
It  also,  and  after  n.any  adjournnn  its  It  wiis 
pressed  to  a  trial  and  the  judg<>  and  the 
counsel  for  the  Cn>wn  comment«Ml  on  the 
absence  of  th<»  greater  culprits.  Why  did  the 
Minister  of  .rustlce  not  prowHMite  tliem  ?  The 
Minister  «>f  Justice  knew  every  danmiug  fact 
\.hIoh  1  have  liUd  before  the  Jlouse,  as  well 
a»  we  know  them  to-day.  Why  did  he  stay 
bis  hanti  ?  Why.  Sir,  It  was  to  save  a  col- 
league and 

TO  SAVE  HIS  PAUTY. 

I  wonder  If  I  might  not  venture  to  (juote  to 
the  MtulstiM'  of  .lustlce  !heH4>  words,  whlcli 
were  applh'd  by  Mr.  Osier  to  Thomjis  Mc- 
<!reevy  .  the  words  of  Tennyson,  as  to 
Ijiuiicehii's  position.  Is  It  not  a  laet  that 
the  Minister  of  Justh«»,  tt»o,  'vhh  In  the  posi- 
tion that  : 

TlJH  limioiir  rontod  In  dfuhtmnnr  ntood, 
Ami  faith  unttdthful  kopt  liiai  falnoly  true. 

TlH'n  there  wnw  a  civil  suit  which  Is  In  pro 
Ifrewf*  t.nlii.v  Haw  (Mnild  til®  Mlnl8t4»r  of  jiuh 
tl«^'  avoid  brleglug  the  civil  milt,  when  this 
big  volume  of  IHPl.  Is  full  of  th«  clenrest 
jireofn  that  the  rmmtry  wnn  robbed  .^nd  do- 
fratid«Ml  by  th«»Me  eonlractom.  It  Is  a  long 
time  ilnee  18t>l,  and  <h«»  civil  suit  Iuih  not 
l»cin  flnliihed  yet.  I  do  not  know  whothor  St 
will  t>e  or  not.  but  I  want  to  draw  tho  at 
trfitlon  of  the  MhilnUn*  of  Jnntlcti  to  tbR  fact 
that  he  k:u  vv  Wuu.  as  well  as  we  know  now, 


that  at  least  .1520,000  of  that  money  that  he 
is  suing  these  contractors  for,  was  traced 
directly  into  the  very  hands  of  his  coUeagu  s, 
and  was  spent  by  tiiem  for  his  and  their 
benefit  for  illegal  and  corrupt  purposes.  A 
public  crime  was  added  to  the  private  one  of 
Tliomas  McGreevy.  Why  is  not  the  l-nv  iJUt 
in  motion  to  recover  .at  least  that  .^20,000  as 
to  which  the  evidence  is  conclusive  V  Why 
did  ho  stay  his  hand  ?  I  would  answer  again  : 
to  save  a  colleague  and  to  savi'  his  p  irty. 
Is  any  colleague  wortli  saving  at  such  a 
prl^^e,  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Can  any  XNU'ty  be 
saved  from  the  acts  of  its  leaders  unless 
it  repudiates  those  leaders  ?  And,  Sir,  is  it 
neiH^ssary  for  me  to  say  anything  as  to  the 
ncwissity  of  Iwlnglng  these  niatt(M'S  before 
the  House  at  thiis  sessioq„  of  Parliament  ? 
Why.  Sir,  the  charg(?s  arise  from  that  trial 
and  that  verdict  and  that  sentence,  and  from 
the  judge's  language,   which  constitutes  an 

INVITATION    TO   PARLIAMENT 

\o  take  action  on  tiiese  matters,  if  any 
w'»nls  tluit  ever  fell  from  tlie  lips  <«f  a 
judge  could  ln'  so  construed.  More- 
over, I  want  this  House  to  understand 
clearly,  that  this  House  heretofore  luih 
not  judged  in  this  matter  -not  at  all  ; 
nothing  like  it.  In  issn.  how  did  Sir 
IIcH^m*  liJtngevln  clear  himself  from  the 
cliarges  brought  in  oonneotlon  with  this  con- 
spiracy fund  ?  Why,  Sir,  he  denle^l  receiv- 
ing or  expending  or  distributing  any  of  these 
moneys.  Tlutt  was  the  evidence  that  was 
lM»fore  the  Housi*  when  the  House  (^vn«ld<Ted 
the  re[»«>rt  of  the  IMvileges  and  EhH!th>n8 
(^ommittt'c  in  ISOl.  Was  that  a  true  state 
of  affairs  ?  !>«)  we  wyt  know  now,  fiv)m 
the  evldemce  that  we  havo  here  In  unllmlt<»d 
(pnintltles  V  The  evidence'  of  Mr.  Mctireevy 
(H>utmdlct8  that ;  the  evidence  of  Sir  Adolphe 
Canwi  contradU'ts  that  ;  aihl  the  orders  by 
the  down  given  by  the  hon.  g<Mitleman  under 
ids  own  luind  and  signatni-e  ai»o  (M»ntra('  5t 
that  evidence.  Tlieret'ore,  I  say  thfit  was 
not  an  adjudlcatilou  ko  far  an  Sir  IhHtor 
l.aiigeviu  Ih  conc4M*m'«I.  Then.  Sir.  as  io 
tlie  hon.  PostmastiM-  (;eu«»ral.  In  \HU'.\,  tho 
evldonce  taken  un<Ier  tln»  UoyjJ  (3ommIs«Ion 
was  consldertHl  by  thin  House  ;  but  tlH»ro 
waa  no  ivf<M-eno(  In  that  Koyal  (/ouimlssion 
anywhi^H)  to  tlu'  Larkln.  Oonnolly  caj*«'  -no 
reference  whatever  io  It  :n  tho  Intjuii'y  a«  It 
WM  wmt  by  tht«  Ibriifio  -^o  tho  Royal  Tnnn- 
ndsnion.  1  had  made  n  charKe.  and  a.skod 
for  a  oomnilttee  of  this  Mouse  to  Inquire 
lnt<>  It,  whh'h  l!irlude<l  and  t^>V4««*<»<l  this 
conspiracy  of  T-ftrUln.  t'onnoUy  &  Co.,  for 
the  api>roprlntl(iii  oi 

Eld'XJTION    .MONEYS  ; 

btil,  Sir.  thai  charge  wan  Btrttck  out  by  the 
House  at  the  Instance  of  this  Uoveniment. 
.\nd.  Blr.  you  will  remeuibei  that  the  ln<|ulry 
of  that  lUiyal  Commission  wns  llinl'  1  to  two 
railways,  to  the  f«ubsidie«  gruntvd  to  tsbmift 


^ 
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railways,  and  to  raaitters  connected  with 
those  subsidies  ;  and  uix>n  those  matters 
jiione  did  the  Hoiise  pass  judgmeet.  Yes, 
Mr.  Speaker,  an  inquiry  was  asked  by  me 
In  vol  V  Ag  these  very  election  fimds,  and  re- 
fused ]>y  the  Government,  on  the  excuse 
thait  the  tlmo  for  petitioning  against  mem- 
bers implicated  in  ooiTuption  had  elapsed. 
But,  Sh*,  that  excuse  cannot  avail  tonnigut. 
I  ask  to  unseat  no  member.  T  ask  for  no 
committee  of  inquiry.  I  simply  have  brought 
evidence  before  you,  clear  and  conclusive 
evidence,  and  ask  you  to  deal  with  It.  Even 
to  tJioee  who  cynically  affect  to  believe  that 
politics  is  only  a.  gr.me,  and  that  votes  are 
tl'e  stakes  we  play  for,  I  say,  let  us  at  least 
have  an  honest  ai;.l  fair  game,  and  let  us 
miite  in  pimlshing  those  who  are  caught 
cheating  and  plajing  with  loaded  dice. 
Ne^tliei"  would  I  app«il  to  others  on  any 
very  lofty  ground  of  political  morality.  1 
only  say  that 

IN  COMMON  JUSTICE, 

lulluenced  by  a  proper  regard  for  public 
opinion  and  for  the  opinion  of  our  own  con- 
KtitucnlK.  we  ought  to  visit  with  our  cen- 
Mun>  tln«  transact ioUK  which  I  have  submit ti'd 
to  this  Mouse.  For  that  reason,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  move  : 

"  That  all  tho  words  after  the  word  'That'  he 
left  out,  ami  tlui  following  inHfrted  inHtcail  thoreof  : 
— 'from  the  imbUo  trial  and  conviction  of  Thoniua 


McGreevy  and  N.  K.  Connolly  for  conspiracy  to 
defraud,  a.  ,d  from  evidence  an«l  jjapers  already 
before  this  House,  it  appears  that  large  portions  of 
the  moneys  which  wore  found,  upon  said  trial,  to 
have  been  criminally  received  by  the  said  Thomas 
Mc(ircevy  from  (iovernment  contractors  were  so 
received  by  hin;  for  the  purpose  of  being  expended 
in  elections  in  tlie  interest  of  the  Conservative 
party,  and  f<tr  diHtribution  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin, 
M.l*.,  and  Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  M.P. ,  for  the  elec- 
tion of  themselves  and  of  other  supporters  of  the 
(}overnn?ent  at  the  general  elections  held  in 
February,  1887. 

"  That  it  further  appears  that  large  nortions  of 
the  said  moneys,  togetlier  witli  other  large  sums 
iM)llected  bySii  AdolpTjeCuron  fron»  tliose  interested 
in  (tovernmental  railway  subsidies,  were  expended 
and  distributed  by  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir 
Adolpiic  Caron,  and  in  lavish  and  illegal  amounts, 
to  assist  in  the  election  of  themselves  and  of  other 
.supporters  of  tJje  (Sovernment,  in  the  district  of 
(^uebt'c,  at  tlie  general  elections  of  1887. 

"  That  the  said  Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron  were  then,  and  are  now,  members 
of  this  House,  and  on  the  roll  of  Hor  Majesty's 
Privy  Councillors  for  Canada,  and  the  said  Sir 
Adol|ihcCaron  is  a  Cabinet  Minister  and  Postmaster 
(ieneial. 

"  Ti)at,  in  the  opinion  of  tlus  House,  the  said 
Sir  Hector  Langevin  and  Sir  Adolphe  Claron  are 
dcserviuK  of  the  severest  tiensure  for  their  connec- 
tion witli  the  said  transactions,  and  that  it  is  a 
public  scandal  and  an  injury  to  t he  reputation  of 
(-anada  that  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  should  continue  to 
hold  the  positicm  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown." 


